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1884. 



I. — The Genitive Case in Sophokles. 
By THOMAS D. GOODELL, Ph.D., 

PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL, HARTFORD, CONN. 
I. 

On pedagogical as well as on other grounds the uses of the 
Greek genitive need to be more thoroughly understood, and 
more clearly presented in the elementary grammars ; for no 
department of Greek syntax is more productive of confu- 
sion of thought in young pupils. The grammars most in use 
differ greatly in their classification and in the statement of 
principles. Here, as elsewhere, categories based originally on 
mistaken notions are still retained, for the supposed comfort 
of the learner, after their reason for existence has long been 
recognized as illusory. Careful statement, with accompanying 
statistics, of the actual usage of the case, from Homer down, 
is urgently needed. It is the aim of this paper to give such 
a statement with reference to Sophokles. The classification 
employed will be different in some respects from others which 
have been widely adopted ; and will be more or less superior 
to them, it is hoped, because according more closely with the 
historical development of the case. And, in particular, the 
ablatival uses of the genitive will be shown to be more numer- 
ous, and in some directions more clearly defined, in Sophokles 
at least, than the grammars would lead one to suppose. 

Before proceeding farther, a word may be said in regard 
to certain restrictions adhered to in this paper, and in regard 
to the method of recording the facts observed. In the first 
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place, the fragments are not included in this survey, except 
incidentally. And this for two reasons : chiefly because they 
offer nothing which would materially affect the conclusions 
derived from the rest of Sophokles, but also because to in- 
clude them would require an entirely disproportionate amount 
of textual discussion. What we are seeking now is prima- 
rily the general proportions of Sophoklean usage. The entire 
plays give these sufficiently, even if the text of the fragments 
did not present special difficulties. But the ratio of doubtful 
or corrupt lines to sound ones in the fragments is of course 
much the greater ; and it would not be worth while to make 
elaborate studies of the text of the worst lines in an author — 
especially when the investigator's decisions would carry with 
them no weight unless accompanied by a full account of his 
reasoning — merely in order to determine whether a given 
construction, common everywhere, occurs, say, three hundred 
or three hundred and one times. A few points of special 
interest in the fragments will be mentioned in their natural 
connection. In the entire plays, also, variations in text are not 
touched upon, except where the usage is peculiar, or where a 
single example would affect statistics considerably. The text 
followed is that of Schneidewin as revised by Nauck, and refer- 
ences are made to the following editions of the separate plays : 
AL, 7th ed., 1877; O. T., 7th ed., 1876; O. K., 7th ed., 1878 ; 
Ant., 8th ed., 1880; El., 5th ed., 1877; Tr., 5th ed., 1880; 
Phil., 7th ed., 1876. Lyric references — that is, to all lines 
not in trimeter or tetrameter dialogue — are distinguished 
by heavy-faced numerals. Further, the genitives themselves 
are counted, not the governing words ; a word attracted into 
the genitive is counted and assigned to the governing word 
on which the attracting genitive depends ; but appositives are 
not counted. 

In any study of the Greek genitive we must constantly 
recognize the fact that a part of the Indo-European ablative 
has become identical with it in form. So far as can be done 
with certainty, or with a high degree of probability, these cases 
should be separated, and treated as two. It is true, before 
the language reached that stage which appears in Homer 
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the union had become, in some common constructions, so 
complete that the line of demarcation is obliterated. Or, 
more fully, we may say that, even in Homer, there occur 
side by side, contemporaneously, survivals from all along the 
line of development from Indo-European separateness in form 
and usage to complete coalescence in form and confusion of 
usage. But an accidental identity in form should not lead 
us to confound constructions totally different in origin and 
nature. Accordingly, the genitives in Sophokles will be here 
divided into three classes, to be taken up in their order : first, 
true genitives ; secondly, ablatival genitives ; thirdly, genitives 
whose origin and development cannot at present be traced 
with certainty, or a high degree of probability. However, it 
is not to be overlooked that the first two classes run into the 
third perplexingly, — indeed, the third is in part a sort of catch- 
all for the remnants, — and that any two observers may differ 
here and there as to which way the fluctuating line of prob- 
ability inclines. Furthermore, the prepositions, which occur 
with each class of genitives, will most conveniently be treated 
last. 

II. 

The true genitive is originally adnominal ; that is, its pri- 
mary function is to limit the meaning of a substantive. Its 
other functions have grown out of this by one extension after 
another, sometimes traceable, sometimes not. The case-ending 
may be said to denote merely that some relation exists between 
the genitive and its noun ; the nature of that relation is in no 
sense expressed by the case-ending, but is determined wholly 
by the context and by the nature of the two things named. 
All this merely paraphrases the statement of Whitney (San- 
skrit Gr., § 294) : " The proper value of the genitive is adjec- 
tival ; it belongs to and qualifies a noun, designating something 
belonging to the latter in a manner which the nature of the 
case, or the connection, defines more nearly." 

In Sophokles, as elsewhere, this original adnominal genitive 
constitutes a very large and a fairly distinct class. When, 
however, we attempt to subdivide this class into genitives 
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subjective, objective, partitive, genitives of possession, mate- 
rial, specification, etc., we at once stumble upon perplexities. 
Let any one take a hundred consecutive examples from any 
writer and try to put each one in its appropriate pigeon- 
hole. The partitions have to come out immediately. Many 
examples belong in two or three at once ; more still will not 
fit any. The simple experiment proves the impossibility of 
making such subdivisions. The reason is that the relations 
actually subsisting between things connected in the genitive 
construction include about all the relations which ever subsist 
between separate entities. At any rate, those relations are so 
" flexible, changeable, vague, and multiform and doubtful," — 
to make a special application of Clough's words, — that any 
complete subdivision of the adnominal genitive on this basis is 
impracticable. All the varieties to which the grammars give 
separate names appear frequently in Sophokles, but statistics 
cannot be given. Nor, if possible, would such subdivision be 
of much profit. It would add nothing to our understanding 
of the nature of the case, little to our knowledge of the his- 
tory of the case, nothing to our understanding of the thought 
of a Greek author. As to the last assertion let us examine 
illustrations in our own language. For nearly all the cate- 
gories of the adnominal genitive laid down in the grammars 
may be perfectly illustrated by Shakespearian and other good 
English usage. Very brief search and consideration furnish 
the following examples. 

Subjective genitive : " Nights predominance " ; " ruin's 
wasteful entrance"-; "without my stir"; "his present 
death " ; " the sun's return." Objective genitive : " Fought 
against my captivity " ; " every one did bear thy praises 
in his kingdom's great defence " ; " labored in his country's 
wreck"; "in our country's purge"; "thy personal venture 
in the rebels' fight." Genitive of measure or value: "Grief 
of an hour's age " ; " an hour's delay " ; " a fortnight 's space " ; 
"a moment's hesitation"; "a year's time." Genitive of the 
whole: "The house's top"; "a tale whose lightest word"; 
" my heart's core." Genitive of specification : " Sinai's 
mount"; " Nebo's lonely mountain." Genitive of connection, 
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in family, state, etc.: "The Norway s' king"; "Bellonds bride- 
groom"; "John's father, son," etc. 

These and similar lists might be almost indefinitely ex- 
tended, and the genitive of possession is too common to 
need mention. There are also an endless number of geni- 
tives which elude classification as absolutely as many in 
Greek. Note, for example, the following : " A summer's 
cloud " ; " heaven's breath " ; " this night's great business " ; 
'* each day's life " ; " life's feast " ; " my sceptre's awe." True, 
some of these and others like them may be forced into 
various categories ; but such forcing is not classification. 
Surely, so far as pupils are concerned, no practical and suffi- 
cient end would be served by requiring them to attempt or 
think of any such dissection of the adnominal genitive in 
Shakespeare. 1 Then why in Sophokles ? At most the terms 
" subjective," etc. can be useful only occasionally, in case of 
real ambiguity, as a convenient mode of indicating the actual 
meaning of the passage. 

Under this simplest type of genitive, depending on a noun 
or pronoun, are included 46.34- per cent of all the geni- 
tives in Sophokles, and 86.3+ per cent of the true geni- 
tives. The extensions and offshoots of this type, familiar as 
most of them are, common in all writers, and in great part 
pro-ethnic in origin, are thus seen to be comparatively in- 
frequent. 

We should expect in poetry some combinations of nouns 
in the genitive construction which would be strange in prose. 
The poet's preference for a concise mode of expression may 
lead him to select a genitive instead of a prepositional phrase 
or a clause. And in particular Sophokles's fondness for a 
somewhat artificial style, for a new and artistic rather than 
a familiar turn of words, tends to variations from prose 
usage. Hence we find examples like these : nXe-iTT^ avrov 
■ty-rifioTroios, Ai. 1135; t6\/j.7]s Trpoam-rrov, O. T. 533; o"%o\»7 
KaKov, O. T. 1286; \u<yp5>v irovav iKerrjpei;, O. T. 185; apprjr 

1 Of course, in giving English genitives, of has not been regarded as a geni- 
tive sign, any more than i.n6 or any other preposition would be so regarded in 
Greek. 
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apprfrtov, O. T. 465 ; Zo/crjcrK Xoyuv, O. T. 681 ; p,r)viv irpdypba- 
T09, O. T. 699; Qavdrwv Trvpyos, O. T. 1199; eSpas yrjf ; 
O. K. 45 ; 6 07]/3a<; i\e\lx&a)v, Ant. 153 (in which example 
the peculiarity lies merely in the fact that the participle is 
made a substantive) ; voaa>v <pvyds, Ant. 364 ; /«}#o? <pl\mv 
('talk about friends '), Ant. 11 ; dpr\vu>v d&d<;, El. 88; a-rep- 
vcov irXrjyds, El. 90 ; <f)dcrp,a vvkt6s, El. 501 ; rdicelvov o-corrfpia 
(' means of safety proceeding from him '), El. 924 ; a>hlva<; av- 
rov ('about him '), Tr. 42 ; evfidpeia iropov, Phil. 704. 

Sometimes the noun with which the genitive is connected 
is omitted, or is continued from a preceding phrase, to which 
the genitive is joined by some conjunction, most often to?: 
e. g. <f>pevo$, Ai. 482 ; Oeov, Ai. 998 ; kcoScovos, Ai. 17 ; 
fevyovTos, Ant. 256. (It may be said here that this use of 
ta?, &a-7T€p, elirep appears several times in Sophokles connect- 
ing similar constructions under other classes of genitives.) 

Sometimes, as in prose, the genitive is put alongside of a 
possessive adjective, as if agreeing with a genitive implied in 
that possessive : as, Oawvros, Ai. 1016; iidvr\<;, Tr. 775. 

Then there are many occurrences of the genitive depend- 
ent on a pronoun, as rk, rU, ovSek, /j,r)8ek, oo-tk, some form 
of the article followed by p,ev or Si, or even on the article 
alone in some survivals of its earlier pronominal use, or even, 
finally, on a pronoun understood. Most of these are simple 
enough, and common in prose and poetry of all periods. 
Examples are: ev tS vrpdyftaTos, Ai. 314; ev tw crvfi- 
<f>opd';, Ant. 1229; o<ttk vjx,5>v, O. T. 224; 6ea>v rov, O. T. 
42 ; e? Toaovrov ekirlSatv, O. T. "J"J\; roviceWev akaow}, 
O. K. 505. 

A noun or pronoun, with a genitive dependent on it, may 
have an adjective in the superlative degree connected with 
it, either directly, as an attributive, or through a verb, as a 
predicate adjective, to denote that one individual or cer- 
tain individuals of a class possess a quality in a higher de- 
gree than any others of the class. We may call this the 
genitive with superlatives ; but it evidently belongs prima- 
rily with the noun or pronoun ; and this even when the 
superlative itself, by omission of its noun, becomes a sub- 
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stantive. Examples of this sort, then, are to be classed as 
adnominal ; and the case is the same with genitives accom- 
panying a superlative adverb, the genitive depending on a 
noun or pronoun, expressed or understood, and the adverb 
belonging to a verb, adjective, or other adverb. The reason 
for here separating these examples from those just consid- 
ered is that the grammars so separate them ; and in fact the 
presence of the superlative marks the examples distinctly 
enough to justify the practice. In its nature prosaic, this 
construction appears but eighty-three times in the seven 
plays (2.0+ per cent of all, 3.8 — per cent of true genitives), 
and lyric lines furnish less than their quota. Indeed, the 
genitive with a superlative adverb nowhere occurs in lyric 
metre. A few examples are cited : o-rparov, Ai. 502 ; 7^7/10- 
vwv, O. T. 1230; TawSe, Tr. 312. In two instances the geni- 
tive with superlatives is probably to be regarded as abla- 
tival, of the same nature as the genitive with comparatives, 
and is counted under that head. The examples are twv -rrpo- 
repcov, Ant. 100 ff.; twv Ivtottwv, Phil. 1171. 

A number of common adverbs retain enough of their earlier 
force as nouns to admit, in dependence on them, a genitive of 
the whole. There occur in Sophokles thirty-four adnominal 
genitives of this description (0.8+ per cent of all, 1.6 — per 
cent of true genitives) with the adverbs aXXrj, evda, ivddSe, 
iva, fiTjBafiov (?), ol, oiTrep, ottoi, ttoi, ttov, ttov, &>?. E.g., 
with aXXj), Tr. 906 ; with ev0a, Ai. 659 ; with ivOdSe, Phil. 
899; with "va, O. T 367 and 413; with yurfia^ov, [Phil. 256] ; 
with ol, El. 1035 ; with olirep, El. 404 ; with ottoi, El. 922 ; 
with Trot, O. T. 1309; with ttov, Ai. 102; with irov, Phil. 1124; 
with a> ? , O. T. 345. 

The adnominal genitive is used by Sophokles in the predi- 
cate with the verbs elfii, yiyvofiai, vofii^ofxai, ovo/xdfyficu, eiro- 
vo/j.a£o/j,ai, (paivo/iai, ypa<f>op.ai, KaXovfiai, eiraKovay, Troiovfiai, 
Kvpca, onrwrra, el-jrov, virapxei (?), av8a>fAcu. Of these elfil, as 
everywhere, is the most common. The following are the 
examples with the other verbs : 6 vow orav | avrov yivrjTai, 
O. K. 660 ; TraTpbs \ dXKov yevov tov, Tr. 1205. In Phil. 
305 f., 7ro\Xa yap rdSe \ iv ra> p,aKpu> yevotr' av dvdpwirmv 
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Xpri"P> cuvOpwrrav is commonly taken with %p6i/§). But the 
objection of Blaydes, quoted with approval by Nauck, that 
with dvOpcoTTiov we should expect film rather than ypbvtp is 
well founded ; and in reading dvQpu>-rr<p Blaydes at least gives 
the meaning of the passage, which is, ' Many events of this sort 
might in the long stretch of time fall to the lot of men.' But 
why not retain dvOpcoirmv as a predicate genitive after yevoiro, 
which stands close beside it? Although the idea is ordinarily 
expressed by ylyvofiai with the dative, yet the predicate geni- 
tive is not unnatural in itself, and is no more unparalleled than 
orav clvtov yevrjrai., O. K. 660, in the sense of 'become mas- 
ter of itself,' or ' come to itself.' It is certainly less hard to 
explain thus than to put dvBpdrn-atv with xpov<p. rov Oewv vo- 
p,i£erai, O. K. 38 ', ov rov Kparovvro<; fj ttoXis vop.i^erai, Ant. 
738; o tjj? apicm)? firjTpb'} d>vo/j,a<T/Aevos, Tr. 1105; irarpb<; ) 
rrjv SvcrraXaivav Scut' eTrcovofiaa fiewrjv, El. 283 ; &>? ov/eer 
ov™? yap avfifioXaia gov \ ifyaivero, Phil. 884 ', tov e'/c 6e5>v \ 
(pavevr' dvayvov ical yevovs [rov Aatov], O. T. 1383. This 
example is not included in the count, for the text cannot pos- 
sibly be right, whatever be the true correction, ov Kpeovros 
irpoardrov yeypd-'frop.ai, O. T. 4 1 1 ; ITaWaSo? KaXovfievai | 
'Adrjvai, O. K. 107 ; koXov t^? firjrpo*;, El. 367 ; olov iym 7S9 
'Ao-ias ovk i-rraKovoy, O. K. 695; iroiov o~eavrr)<;, Ant. 547; 
ctZe\^>rj<i ... I Kvpel, Ant. 486 ; ottoIov ov \ ra>v crwv re icd- 
pL&v ovk oirwir iyco kcikcov, Ant. 6 ; ttoiw} vp.d<; irarpihos $i 
yevow; eoircov, Phil. 222 ; oyr)p<a> 'EWaSo*; | \aro\rj<; virdpj(ei\, 
Phil. 223 ; olo-Oa yap 5>v ai>Ba>fiai, Phil. 852. 

There are in addition nine passages, furnishing fourteen 
genitives, which require fuller consideration. The genitives 
are certainly adnominal in origin, and may best be treated 
in connection with the predicate genitive. The passages are 
as follows: iroiov Kmpayas dvhpbs wS' vTrip<f>pova ; | trov 
(Sdvros fj ttov <TTai>TO? ovirep ovk iyd> ; Ai. 1 236 f. ; iroiov 
yap avSpb? rfjv&e jhr\vvei rvyr^v > O. T. 102 ; fiavreia | a, 
rovS' ij(prja6r} o'cop.aros, O. K. 355 > K6t ' ^ e ^ v eireppcoadij \e- 
yeiv I t?}? cr7j5 dpwyfjs, O. K. 662 ; rov Kao-iyvfjrov ri $t?5, | 
tffjovTOS fj ixiWovros ; El. 3 1 7 5 tow /* e tiji'S' etplarao-ai fid- 
civ; Tr. 339 ; t& iraiSi <f>pd£<o ri}? re)(yeo/Jievt}<s rdSe, Tr. 928 ; 
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t?7? fiijTpb? rjKco T17? ifirjs <f>pd<ra>v Sv oh J vvv ecrriv, Tr. 
1 122 ; 4>. avaljlov p,ev (Jmbtos iijepTjaofiai, | y\d>o~o-r) Be Beivov 
Kal o-o<f>ov, rl vvv tcvpet. N. irolov Be tovtov tt\ijv 7' 'OBv<r- 
crew? epeis; Phil. 439 ff. 

In all these except Tr. 339 the meaning is just about what 
would be expressed were irepl used ; but no one would now 
explain them by saying Xewret irepi, or, in Tr. 339, Xewret 
evexa. Nor is it quite satisfactory to say that irolov avBpos, 
for instance, depends directly on irrrepfypova, still less on 
iciicpayas. Is not a clue to the right explanation to be 
found in such varieties of the predicate genitive as irarpi- 
Bos, Phil. 222 ; icaie&v, Ant. 6 ; ya?, O. K. 695, quoted above ? 
Then compare with these such expressions as ri roBe \eyet? ; 
or olov rt iTorbv roBe vtjvs e/ce/cevOet,, Horn. 1 348, showing 
a not infrequent predicate accusative. In the nine passages 
above quoted, the genitive is to be % regarded as a develop- 
ment of the predicate genitive ; and the force of Ai. 1 236 
may be roughly given thus : ' What sort of a man is he with 
whose name you clamorously connect such haughty words ? ' 
So O. T. 102 might be rendered, 'Whose does he, by his 
announcement, declare this fate to be?' So O. K. 355, 
' Prophecies which were, by utterance of the oracle, declared 
as mine,' i.e. 'as having reference to me.' In like manner the 
other passages might be rendered. In each instance, except 
Tr. 339, we have a verb of declaring, a direct object (or with 
the passive a subject), and a genitive, which in several in- 
stances does not stand very near the object. In O. K. 355, 
and in some others, the genitive might perhaps be regarded 
as connected directly with the noun or pronoun ; but in Ai. 
1236 and O. T. 102 the genitive cannot be so construed ; and 
the examples all seem to belong together. The most doubt- 
ful ones are Tr. 11 22 and Phil. 439, where it is difficult to say 
with certainty that the genitive does not depend directly on 
the indirect question. Then in Tr. 339 it is difficult to say 
whether a still further extension of the idiom has taken place, 
in that the verb of declaring is only implied, or the genitive 
should be taken to modify the rest of the sentence as a 
whole. This genitive seems to be a good deal like the geni- 
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tive of price, which also is probably a development of the 
predicate genitive. And besides, in most of the passages 
under consideration the genitive has come to have the aspect 
of an adverbial modifier of the predicate, and from being so 
regarded may well have been used in connections which 
completely obscured the origin of the locution. In other 
words, we may have here instances of the beginnings of a 
distinct function of the genitive. 

With these apparently belong seven examples of the geni- 
tive with verbs of hearing and learning (i. e. having some- 
thing told one), where the genitive is to be translated about. 
They are : Tovrmv aicoDcrai, O. K. 485 ; ickvoiv crov, O. K. 307 ; 
Kkvovcrav \ ovetpdrcov, El. 481; ickvovaa TratSo?, Ant. 1182; 
epap,ai irvdecrOcu . . . Ta<s SetXot'a? . . . | aXryrjSovos, O. K. 514 ; 
a>v Trevcret, El. 35 > °^ 7rarpo? ovtco Bapbv e^evco/Mevov | to fit) 
irvOecrdat irov ecrriv alayivrpi cpepew, Tr. 65. This genitive 
is certainly more nearly akin to those discussed immediately 
above, than it is to the common genitive of the thing heard 
with these and like verbs. 

Another special development of the predicate adnominal 
genitive is the genitive denoting the place or time within 
the limits of which an action takes place. These idioms evi- 
dently belong together, and are to be compared with Homeric 
ecnrepioi acpiKovro, evBov 7rawv%tot, -Traklvopcros aTreaTi), ayfrop- 
pot a-rroviovTo, etc. The type is marked by Delbruck 1 as pro- 
ethnic, and it throws light on the idioms discussed imme- 
diately above. The Sophoklean examples are: wkto<;, Ai. 21, 
141, 285, El. 780, Phil. 606 ; xP 6vov > °- K - 397. 821, El. 477, 
817, Tr. 173 ; r]ixepa<;, El. 698 ; Oepovs, Phil. 1340 ; %«/iwi'o?, 
Ai. 1 143; 7reSiW, O. K. 689; tov irpoa-ardTO}, Ai. 731 ; epicicov, 
Ai. 1274 ; Tru/aa?, El. 901. Among these seventeen exam- 
ples, then, appear five expressions of time and four of place, 
although 1/1//CT05 and XP° V0V are most frequent. In El. 901 
■n-vpai illustrates very clearly the predicative origin of the 
construction. No account has been taken of the common 
adverbs in -ov, which undoubtedly belong in the same cate- 
gory, case-forms petrified into adverbs. 

1 Syntakt. Forschungen, iv. p. 45. 
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The genitive absolute has advanced a step farther along 
the line of these predicate genitives ; or rather, in most in- 
stances of the genitive absolute this farther step has been 
taken. For we may distinguish three stages : First, the geni- 
tive is so closely and directly connected with a noun that one 
might hesitate whether to call it adnominal or to call it abso- 
lute. For example, ov Srjra 7toikI\o><! avBcofiipov \ Bexov to, 
a-v/i^epovra rmv del \oytov, Phil. 1 30 f. Secondly, it has the 
aspect of a predicate genitive similar to those of time and 
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place, as in El. 101 f., ouSei? tovtwv oIktos <j)iperai | <rov, irdrep, 
outcb? [ . . . davovTos. Thirdly, this predicate genitive appears 
to modify the action as a whole, or the verb itself, giving 
vaguely a cause, condition, etc. of the main action. This last 
stage is that of most genitives absolute, and may be com- 
pared with Tr. 339, tov fie rtjvB' i<pia-Taaai fidaw ; The usage 
of Sophokles presents little that is peculiar or especially note- 
worthy. A few examples occur of a participle standing alone 
in the absolute construction ; as, re\ovfjAv<ov, El. 1344 ; /carda- 
vovros, Ant. 909. 

The synopsis on the preceding page indicates the numbers 
and distribution of the classes of genitives thus far discussed. 

III. 

The Homeric uses of the ablatival genitive are nearly all 
retained by Sophokles, and still others are added. How far 
his peculiarities in this respect are due to his own invention, 
extending deliberately the range of certain types, and how 
far to fastidious choice of phrases from predecessors, cannot 
now be determined. Nor can we decide, without the sta- 
tistics for other writers and periods, just how the usage of 
Sophokles compares with that of his contemporaries and 
predecessors. But certain it is that we find the ablatival 
genitive surprisingly well defined and numerously illustrated 
in his surviving plays. This genitive occurs mostly with 
verbs, to a considerable extent with verbs compounded with 
prepositions ; but the preposition is seldom the essential gov- 
erning element. The most convenient classification of the 
examples for our purpose will be, first, the genitive of sepa- 
ration ; second, of source ; third, of agent ; fourth, of cause ; 
fifth, of comparison ; sixth, with compounds of irpo. As gram- 
matical categories go, these are tolerably distinct, although 
connected as closely as the various meanings of the English 
from. Taking them up in order, the genitive of separation 
(including under that term departure, deprivation, failure, and 
the like) occurs with the following words and in the places 
noted. A few variations from the strict alphabetical order, 



Vol. xv.] The Genitive Case in Sophokles. ly 

with compounds under their simple verbs when these latter 
occur, have been allowed for etymological reasons. 

aya, Phil. 613,630; aeipa, Ant. 417 ; oXvo-kco, Ant. 489, 
El. 626; dfiaprdvco, El. 1320, Phil. 231 (two; here the 
meaning is, virtually, ' to fail to receive from ' ) ; d/nrXaicelv, 
Ant. 554, 910, 1234; dpvuvm, O. T. 894; dvaicovfyitp), O. T. 24; 
dvaTrveo), Ai. 274 (cf. iicirvea), and also Frag. 147 Dind., ov 
jivpov TTveov) ; ava,Tidr]/u, Ai. 476 (articular inf.) ; dvbt]fii (cf. 
dcpir]/j,i, nediriiu, iraplrj/Mi), O. T. 264, 265 ; dwatcrtrw, Ai. 448 ; 
diraWdacra) (cf. evaXKdcram, icaTaWdcrcrai), O. K. 786, Ant. 400, 
769, El. 783, 1335, 1336; dirapdcra-cD, Tr. 1016; dirarda, Ai. 
807 ; dwavhaa, O. T. 236 ; aireiyn (et/u), Ant. 1170, Tr. 165 ; 
dvetfii (ei/u, cf. also e£«/«, ftaiva), iMokelv, etc.), O. T. 229, 431 
(where dirocrT panels is added) ; dirope<o, Phil. 898 ; dirocnce- 
Zdvvvp.i, O. T. 138 ; aTTofiXdirTw, Ai. 941 ; aTroairda), Ai. 1025, 
1 176, O. T. 1432, O. K. 895, El. 809; diroa-rd^w, Ant. 959 (cf. 
Frag. 342 Dind., icepavviov | vcotov Kwraard^ovra fydpos, ' let- 
ting slip down, droop, from ') ; dirocnarem, O. T. 743, Ant. 993; 
dirocrTeXka), El. Ji; diroavKaa), see igwdeco ; dnrmOew (cf. eifw- 
0e«), Ai. 446, O. T. 233, 234, 641, 670, El. 1325 ; d<pi V iu (cf. 
dvirjfii, etc.), O. T. 1521, Ant. 1085 (the last passage is vari- 
ously construed, some editors, with the Scholiast, explaining 
/capita? as = /card KapSlas, others putting /capSta? with rogev- 
p,<na ; Nauck makes it ablatival) ; igaQirjiu, Tr. 72 ; d$opp,d- 
op,cu, O. K. 1401 ; aTi/Mafa, O. K. 50, Ant. 21 (cf. arifios, 
O.T.789). 

fiaiva> (cf. fioXelv and epxofiai), O. T. 152, O. K. 226 (with 
efft) Troparo) added) ; dirofiaiva, O. K. 167 ; e/cfialva), Ai. 892 ; 
eVt/SatVw, Phil. 194 ; /3aXXco, O. T. 622 (with egm added). In 
regard to this and similar examples, where efw is added, it is 
not easy to say whether the genitive is " governed " by the 
verb or by ef«. In their origin, of course, the prototypes of 
such phrases contained an ablative modifying the verb ; the 
question now is, with which the poet, in thought, would have 
connected the genitive. From the freedom with which Sopho- 
kles uses the ablatival genitive with simple verbs of motion, it 
appears on the whole more probable that et-w was secondary 
in his mind. eK/3dXk<o, Ai. 808, O. K. 1307, El. 648. 
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Set, O. T. 394, 406, Ant. 1098, El. 612, 1494, Phil. 647, 1049, 
1060 ; SeiTai, O. T. 1 148, 1292 (two), O. K. 1 170 (two) ; Se^o/ww, 
O.T. 1163, 1 164. 

i/e&ui£a), Phil. 1129 ; e/c/ceipac Ant. IOI I ; i/cicvXivSa), O. T. 
812 ; iKTrXea), Phil. 1375 > e/cwveco (cf. dvairvioi), Ai. 1148 ; 
iicpaivco (?), Tr. 781 ; eicpiirTw, O. T. 1410 (?) (with e%<o added, 
cf. what is said under fiaXKco, above), El. 510 ; e«T07ro? (cf. 
compounds of alpha privative), O. K. 232 ; exTpeTrofiai, O. T. 
851 ; e'fturea), Tr. 10 ; egeifii (et/u, cf. aTrei/u), O. K. 909 ; 
egoSoiTropea), El. 20 ; igwdico (cf. airoodem), O. K. 428, 1 296, 
1330 (/caTre<rv\r]o-ev is added) ; e'lpyco, O. K. 836, Ant. 48 ; 
cnreipya), Ai. 51 ; ekavvw, O. T. 97 ; d-rreXavva), O. K. 599 ; e£e- 
\avva>, O. K. 356, 376, 823 ; e\elv (cf. \a/j,/3dv(o), O. T. 1 522 ; 
avekeiv, O. T. 1035, El. 1 139 ; ifjeXeiv, O. K. 541 ; evaXkdaaaj 
(cf. dtraXXda-a-Q} and KaraXXda-aa}), Ai. 208 ; epijfio'i, O. T. 57> 
1509, O. K. 1719, El. 1405 ; ipvKco, Tr. 131 ; epvaros, Ai. 730; 
(ep^ofxai, Frag. 675 Dind., fii/cpov S' dycovo? ov fiey ep^erai 
«\eo? ; cf. O. K. 572, yrj$ ovoia? rj\6ov, which is not counted 
because of the proximity of diro in the previous line, although 
perhaps it should have been;) direp-xpfiai, O.K. 1165; i^ep- 
Xofiai, O. K. 45, El. 777 ; e^w, El. 375 (O. K. 1618, an ex- 
ample which, like that in O. K. 572, is not counted, because 
of e£ in the previous line) ; dve^o), O. T. 174. 

ictt7)/j.i, O. T. 142; d<f>l<rTT)fu, El. 776 (two), 912, Phil. 865; 
i^avicTTTjixi,, Ant. 297; i^iar-rjixi, Ant. 1 105; pedlaTr^u, Phil. 

463- 

KaraWaffa-co (cf. aTraWdcrcro) and evaXkdacrai), Ai. 744 > K€ ' 

vos, O. K. 931, Ant. 756, El. 403 ; taj/cia, Phil. 696 (cf. 784 f. 

€« /3v0oi) I ktjkiov) ; K0/U.1&, O. T. 580, O. K. 1412 ; Kpe- 

ixacrro'i (au^ew;?), Ant. 1 22 1 ; KTao/nai, Phil. 1371 ; Kvpito, 

O. K. 1290 (two; diro, line 1289, would be still in the listener's 

mind) ; Kvpw, O. K. 1082 (?). 

Xa/xj3dvco, O. T. 1004, 1012, 1349 ; \elirco, Ai. 543, Ant. 548, 
El. 474, Tr. 266, 936; dirokeiira), El. 1169; \0nr6s, El. 1 1 27; 
\ijyco, (Ai. 274, counted under dvairvem,) O. K. 346, 1722, 
El. 104 (two), 353, 379, Tr. 911, Phil. 1395 ; \va>, Tr. 181; 
eie\v<o, O. T. 1002 ; X«<£o«, Ai. 61. 

fiaXdaato, Phil. 1334 ; fiedirjfu (cf. dviijfii, etc.), Ai. 372, 
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O. K. 838 ; /xeTay^yvaxTKco, Ai. 717 (two) ; fioXeiv, El. 9C8 ; 
yaoiw, Ai. 511, fiovvo*;, O. K. 1250. 

vocrcpl^co, Phil. 1427; d-7rovoa<j)i^(0, Phil. 979. 

6pi£co, Phil. 636 ; 6p$av6<i, Ant. 425 ; opcfravifa, Tr. 942. 

irapfyfu (cf. avtrj/M, etc.), O. K. 1212 ; iravw, Ai. 788, El. 798, 
Phil. 1379, 1424; avairavw, O. K. 1114; drrroirava), Ai. 1205; 
Trifnrco, O. T. 15 18 (a-rroiKov perhaps has some influence); 
eWe/zTrw, O. T. 309, 951, El. 1 130(F); tt/ttto), Phil. 1002 
(Schol. avcodev -rreamv dtrb Trerpas; Wecklein-Wunder also 
connect Trerpai directly with irecrmv) ; itariirTm, Ai. 1 1 JJ, 
O. K. 766, El. 750 ; -rrepdas, O. T. 674. (TT^ew, Frag. 147 
Dind., ov fivpov irveov.) 

pi£6a>, O. K. 1 591 (with yfjdev). 

(airivBa), Frag. 49 Dind., ecnretcra /3ata<? kv\iko<;) ; arei^ai, 
Ant. 10. After observing the use of the ablatival genitive 
with fioXeiv, epxpfiat, ekOelv, fiaiva>, there seems no just 
ground for objecting to the same syntax with o-Tet%a>. are- 
pia, Ai. 51 1, O. K. 857, 1443, Ant. 13, 574, 890, El. 1210, 
Tr. 177 ; d-rroa-Tepeco, O. T. 1379, El. 813, 814 ; d-rroa-Tepia-Kco, 
O. K. 375 ; cr<f>dX\co, Tr. 11 13 ; aq>fa, Ant. 1 162, Phil. 919; 
dvaam^w, El. 1 1 33; aTroaw^co, Phil. 1379. 

rrJKOfiai, Ant. 1008 ; TTjrdo/Mai, O. K. 1200, 1618, El. 1326, 
Phil. 228, 383 ; Tvyx<*va), O. K. 1168, Phil. 13 15. 

(v<paipeco, Frag. 34 Dind., v<prjpe0rj aov /coXa/tos &<nrepel 
\vpas.) 

<pepa>, El. 324 ; <pevya>, O. K. 1024, Phil. 1044 > <pv\dcraco, 
O. K. 161. 

yfrevSm, Ai. 1 382, Tr. 713. 

Here belong also a number of genitives with adjectives hav- 
ing alpha privative as their first and most important element. 
In these cases the compound is a more picturesque or more 
suggestive substitute for an adjective of want, and is con- 
strued accordingly. As the second element is more or less 
prominent the construction shades off into the ablatival geni- 
tive of agent, or into the "objective " genitive with adjectives 
containing more or less of verbal force. Of the following, 
which are here classed under this head of separation, a few 
might perhaps be put under the genitive of agent. It is not 
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important to fix the exact dividing line between two classes 
which shade into each other so naturally. In hone of this list 
does it seem necessary to consider the genitive "objective." 

ayevcrros Kaic&v, Ant. 582 ; dicpai<f)VeZ<; r&v KaT7)Trei\r}fjLeva>v, 
O. K. 1 147 ! a\a/ATT€<i rjkiov, Tr. 691 ; dXviros a.T7)<;, El. 1002, 
yr)pa><;, O. K. 1 5 19 > afifiopo? irdvTwv, Phil. 182 ; a/j,oipo<; ra- 
(fyfjs, Ai. 1326, tcoi> Oe&v, Ant. 1070 ; avaros KaK&v, O. K. 
786 ; avriXiov I dvr\p,eji,ov re \ ^ei/j,(ova>v, O. K. 678 ; dnrdjtop 
i[iov, O. K. 1383 (cf. cwrat? epcrevos yovov, Hdt, etc.); airei- 
pos KcucSiv, Ant. 1 191, yvd>/j,r)<;, Ant. 1250, rwvBe, Tr. 309; 
(in O. T. 1094 f. the infinitives avgew and ^opeveadat, de- 
pend on aireipo<; in 1088, but are not counted here, because 
without the article ;) a7ro7TTO? acrTeto?, O. T. 762, 7]yJav, El. 
1489 ; wrrvpov aKrlvot r del | #ep/i% adiKTov, Tr. 685 ; yoav 
ovk daijp.ove'; <j>66yyot, O. K. 1668 ; acr/cevov a<T7ri$a)i> re ical 
arparov, El. 36; art/io? tov redvrjKoros, El. 1214, ovBevo*;, 
El. 12 1 5, &v fiev Iko/jl^v \ olti/jlov, O. T. 788 ; d^aX/cos acrirL- 
Bcov, O. T. 190 ; dyjr6(p7]TO<; KayKV/xdrtov, Ai. 32 1. 

We must add to these the following examples, wherein one 
cannot say to which of two words the genitive belongs ; it 
rather belongs to both, or to the phrase as a whole. Kwfj<; 
aXfxa, icovfyielv, Ai. 1 287 ; dirwaTos yfy d7roppKpd^ao/j,ai, Ai. 
1019 ; acpopfios ifia<; %0<wo? eicdope, O. K. 233 ; Bpdfir}/j,a 
vcorlaai ■jrdrpa'i \ dirovpov, O. T. 192 ; eXafxifre yap tov vicpo- 
ej'TO? dpTiwi (paveio-a | §dyM Uapvacrov, O. T. 475 ; 07ra>? | 
crov 77730? B6p,ov<; eX66vro<; ev Trpd^ai/j,i ri, O. T. 1006. This 
is said by the ayyeXos with evident reference to the words 
of Oedipus two lines above, %dpiv \d/3oK ep,ov ; hence aov is 
to be taken as ablatival, with the idea of receiving a present 
in the euphemism ev -Trpd^ai/xl ti. So Wecklein-Wunder also, 
as appears from the comment, "Bene Ed. Oxon. 'ut a te bene- 
ficii aliquid consequerer.'" For a somewhat similar turn of 
words see Tr. 191, 7rpo? crov ri KepBdvaipi. 

Several interesting facts are brought out by these lists of 
examples. In general, the freedom with which this genitive 
of separation is used with all sorts of words and expressions 
denoting removal, issue, deprivation, distinction, separation, 
receiving, is surprising. No one word occurs many times with 
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it ; the number is not swelled by a few frequent phrases. 
Apparently Sophokles felt free to indicate these relations by 
the genitive with almost any word ; so that, although many 
compounds of airo and ef appear in the lists, especially with 
verbs of motion, yet enough simple verbs of motion are so 
construed to show that the poet scarcely felt it necessary to 
help out such phrases with airo or eff, or any other preposition. 
Metre or euphony often seems to determine whether simple 
or compound shall be used. See e. g. under Xet7ro>. Accord- 
ingly, where the only objection to a MS. reading is the pres- 
ence of an ablatival genitive of separation, that reading should 
without hesitation be retained. Passages to be considered 
with this principle in view are eXy /xov, O. T. 1522, and 
avhp<bv /AOW05, O. K. 1250, where the genitive offers no 
difficulty. 

Obviously some of the examples enumerated above — 
namely, those with verbs of receiving — might with some 
propriety be classed under the head of source ; but without 
strongly objecting to such disposal of them, it seems better 
for our purpose to reserve the term "genitive of source" to 
include the genitive with two classes of verbs : first, those of 
hearing and learning ; secondly, verbs denoting birth. These 
verbs, with references, are the following : — 

(a.) aicovco, O. T. 42, 547, 729, 841, O. K. 33, 452, 551, 1171, 
1352, El. 926, 927, Tr. 431 ; elo-aicovco, Ai. 318, Tr. 424. 

k\vw, Ai. 1072, O. T. 235, 305, O. K. 412, 413, 792, 1 1 17, 
1350, 1766 (possibly adnominal; here classed as ablatival, 
first, because so far from ravra, secondly, because with these 
verbs the genitive usually denotes source when referring to 
persons, if the accusative of the thing accompanies it), El. 
293, 424, 877, Tr. 189, Phil. 1273. 

fiavddva, Ai. 800, 801, O. T 546, 574, 575, O. K. 593, Ant. 
723, 725, 1032, El. 565, 889, Tr. 187, 408 ; i/cfiavddvco, O. T. 
1438 (not governed by iic, cf. 1443), O. K. 114 

elSivai, El. 668. Possibly this genitive goes with xpy& > 
but, first, the order indicates otherwise ; secondly, compare 
O. K. 1 1 49> ^ 7' «< 7 « /cairos etc ravraw ; finally, when 
this verb means ' to learn,' as here and in El. 40, and else- 
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where not infrequently, why should it not be construed like 
fiavOdvoo ? 

irwddvofiat,, O. T. 333, Tr. 387. 

{b) yiyvofjiai, O. T. 11 68, El. 775, Phil. 181, 1284. 

<pvco, O. T. 1015, 1082, O. K. 1378, Ant. 38, 144, 145, 866, 
El. 1 171 (also Frag. 470 Dind., Ovqrrjs </«/?) ; i/ccpva), Ai. 487, 
488, 1295, O. T. 1499. 

(f>VTeva>, O. K. 1 324. 

@\(KTTav(i>, Tr. 403 (also Frag. 518 Dind.) ; cnrofiXao-Tavco, 
O. K. 534. 

O. T. 1063 may be added, ovS' iav Tpirr)<s 6700 | /irjTpbs 
(pavco Tpl&ou\o<;, where the case seems to hover between the 
adnominal and ablatival genitive, with the idea of source the 
more prominent. 

Under this head belong also a few examples in which the 
genitive of source, without a preposition, is employed to de- 
note the agent. The following appear in Sophokles : afyap- 
kto? <f>l\a>v, Ai. 910; t&v <pl\a>v vuccbfievos, Ai. 1353 > aducro? 
rjjrjTfjpo'i, O. K, 1 52 1 ; Katcwv | SwaAeoTO?, O. K. 1722; (ptkwv 
a/cXavTO?, Ant. 848; /xai>Ti«% airpaKTOS, Ant. 1034; /tew^? 
BiBaKTa, El. 344 ; iicSi8aj(0eis twv /car' oIkov [Tr. 934] > K P a ~ 
riarov Trarpb<; Tpa<f>ek, Phil. 3 (cf. 0I09 e'£ o'iov erpd<f)ris, Ai. 
557 ; also rpa<f>eU /u.rjTpcxi evyevovs a-no, Ai. 1229, and firjre- 
pwv redpafifiivoi, Aesch. Sept. 792) ; iXTriScov \ airia-rov, Phil. 
867 ; (fHDvrjs I TrpoaQdeyKTOs, Phil. 1066. 

As already remarked, some few of those placed under the 
genitive of separation with compounds of alpha privative may 
perhaps belong here instead. Thus Wunder, for example, 
agrees with Brunck in so disposing of yipw, O. K. 15 19. 

The genitive is used to denote cause in exclamations in the 
following passages : with olfwi, Ai. 367, 900, 908, 980, O. K. 202, 
982, 1399 (two), 1400, Ant. 82, 1265, El. 1 143 (with rdXaiva), 
1 1 79, 1209 (with rdXaiva), Tr. 971, 972; with eij, O. K. 149; 
with <pev, El. 920, 1183. 

With other words the genitive of cause is difficult to sepa- 
rate from genitives wholly doubtful in character. The follow- 
ing, however, seem to belong here : (/3apvvdijaea9e, Frag. 627. 
Dind.) ; evrpiiro/iat., Ai. 90, O. T. 724, 1226, El. 520 ; KtjSo- 
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/jlcu, Ai. 204, O. T. 1060, El. 1059, 1327; TrpoKr)Bo/j,ai, Ant. 741, 
Tr. 965 ; ovivafiai, Tr. 57°> airovivafiai, El. 211 ; avfjm, O. K. 
1565 ; Sei/Veuo?, O. T. 1347 (two) ; hriftefi<po/iai, Tr. 112 ; ev- 
Saipovlfa, O. K. 144 (?) ; &\w, El. 1027 ; ijSofiai, Phil. 715. 
In this passage the genitive of cause appears instead of the 
more usual instrumental dative, which is seen, e. g., in O. T. 
454. KKaim, El. 1 1 1 7 5 crarripa KKy^et, O. T. 48 ; firjvi^w, Ant. 
11 77 Q) j* vropevo), Tr. 5 60 ; aTpe<po/j,ai, Ai. 1 1 16 ; arvyeb, El. 
1027. In O. T. 1478 the genitive rfja-Se rrjs 6Bov gives the 
cause of the entire wish expressed in the next line. In O. K. 
1506, on the other hand, rijaBe rrji 6B0O is decidedly better 
construed with tvyr\v, as Nauck explains. 

Better in this connection than elsewhere may be enumer- 
ated the occurrences of the genitive with compounds of irpo, 
in which the preposition really determines the case. These 
genitives are ablatival in origin, and somewhat like those of 
cause. The verbs, with references, are the following : irpo- 
exio, Ant. 208, O. T. 1115, Phil. 138 ; irpotaTrjixi, Ai. 803, El. 
980 ; -rrpoicaiivto, Ai. 1 269 ; -irpoiceifiai, Tr. 925 ; TrpoKijpalva, 
Tr. 29 ; irpoo-KO-irea), Ant. 688 ; irpoTap^eco, Ant. 83 ; irpoji- 
0T)fii, O. K. 419. 

Lastly, the genitive of comparison with adjectives in the 
comparative degree is so common in prose, and in Sophokles 
presents so little that is peculiar, that few words need be added 
to the statistics of the table. In El. 155, however, irepicnrd 
takes the genitive like a comparative, as does also aWo/corto 
in Phil. 1191 f. ; in Ant. 678, rjaa-t)Tea, as in prose, is con- 
strued like its primitive, tfcreroov. So rjcraSiVTav re/cvcov, Frag. 
674 a Dind. In Ai. 1357 the genitive is used because of the 
comparative idea in the phrase vt/ca iroKv, and there seems to 
be no ground for suspecting the text. With this should be 
compared Phil. 1100, tov Xeoovos Baifiovo? e'tkov to kclkiov al- 
velv, where rod \q>ovo<; depends on the comparative idea in 
eTKov. Here also are to be counted the two genitives with 
superlatives mentioned above : to koK-\\i,i7tov . . . | t£>v 
7rpoTepav <f>do<;, Ant. 100 ff. ; Xwcrre r&v irpiv evroirav, 
Phil. 1171. 

The following table gives a summary. 
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36 


( 2 5 2 


Genitive of Source, 


( Dial. 
J Lyr. 


7 

1 
1 

3 

4 

2 


7 

w 

44 
12 


16 





14 
2 
1 
1 


4 

3 
1 

1 


10 



7 



2 
1 


60 
6 


I 66 


Genitive of Agent, 


( Dial. 
(Lyr. 


1 




[1] 



3 



8 
3 


I" 


Genitive of Cause, 


f Dial. 
I Lyr. 


7 

1 



4 

4 
1 




3 
1 
3 



10 

2 


1 
4 



1 


28 
16 


f 44 


With compounds of 
irpd, 


( Dial 
(Lyr. 


1 




2 




1 


10 
1 


I n 


Genitive of Compari- 
son, 


f Dial. 
J Lyr. 


12 

4 
80 

10 
90 


5 

1 

64 

20 

84 


14 

2 


10 

3 


2 



6 
5 


56 
16 


> 72 


Total, 


( Dial. 
JLyr. 


54 

9 

63 


72 

9 

81 


27 

6 

33 


37 
12 
49 


378 

78 

456 


f4S6 


Total, 


56 






17 


1+ per ce 


nt Lyric. 











IV. 

No attempt is here made to trace or discuss the true nature 
of the genitives brought forward in 1 this chapter. Many of 
them are pretty certainly adnominal in origin, most of the re- 
mainder are probably so. But the history of most of them is 
obscure, extending back to pre-Homeric, and in some cases 
to pro-ethnic times. The endeavor to trace their development 
would therefore lead far, and would probably produce results 
of little positive value. Without a wide acquaintance with 
early Indo-European speech, such an endeavor would be well- 
nigh wasted. And finally, notwithstanding the space required 
to describe them in the grammars, the actual number of these 
genitives is comparatively small, — less -than that of genitives 
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adnominal, ablatival, or with prepositions. The purpose of 
this paper is primarily to present a clear view of the Sopho- 
klean usage ; to this end the classification of the revised Had- 
ley's Grammar will be followed, with some modifications made 
necessary by the classification adopted in the other chapters 
of this essay. 

A. The genitive is used as object with the following classes 
of verbs : — 

a. Verbs of sharing, under the general head of verbs whose 
action affects the object only in part (Hadley, 736, 737). 

koivoo), Tr. 546 ; fiirecrTi, O. T. 630, O. K. 568, Ant. 1072 ; 
/x6T6x», O. T. 1465, Ant. 534, El. 1168, Phil. 248 ; e % w, O. T. 
709 (where e%oz> is about equivalent to /ieTe^oj/, as Wunder 
points out, yet Ellendt approves Hermann's interpretation, 
" ex vatum arte pendere," making it ablatival) ; avWafifidvco, 
Phil. 281 ; gv/M/ieTio-xco, Ant. 537. (Sov<ra with partitive geni- 
tive occurs in Frag. 531 Dind.) 

b. Verbs of touching, taking hold of, beginning (H. 738). 
a-rrTOfiai, O. K. 830 (two), 955 (?), 15 SO, Ant. 179, Tr. 1010; 

avdaiTTOfiat, Tr. 778 ; i<pdTTTop.ai, Ai. 1172, O. K. 859; ap^eo, 
Ai. 935, Tr. 871 (cf. verbs of ruling) ; fcardp^o), O. K. 1019, 
Tr. 1 135 ; Spdcrcrofiai, Ant. 235 ; ep,/3awa>, O. K. 400; 67re/i./3aiW>, 
O. K. 924 ; ifiBaTevco, O. T. 825 ; eVt/3aiW, O. K. 189, Phil. 
1463. If it is hard to separate this from compounds of eVi, it 
seems even harder to separate it from the three preceding 
words. exo/JLai, O. T. 891 (?), O. K. 424 (cf. Frag. 325 Dind., 
rod /cephalveiv \ eypvTai,, where Ellendt translates expvrcu by in- 
haerere ; also Frag. 26 Dind., tov Se KepBaiveiv e^ov) ; diyydvm, 
Ai. 1409, O. T. 760, 141 3, O. K. 328, 1 133, Tr. 715, Phil. 407, 
408, 762, 1398 ; TrpocrBfrydvco, O. K. 173, Phil. 8 (two) ; \a/ifid- 
vofiai, O. K. 373 (two) ; /idpTTTco, Tr. 779 ; irekd^a, Ai. 710, 889, 
O. T. 1100, Phil. 1327; e'/i7reXa^», Tr. 17; tyavco, O. T. 1464, 
O. K. 863, 1639, Ant. 857 (?), Tr. 904,1007; eVti/rauw, Ai. 1394, 
Phil. 669, 1255. 

c. Verbs of aiming, reaching, attaining (H. 739). 

avrdm, O. K. 1445 ; avridm, El. 869, 870 ; trj/u, Ai. 154, Tr. 
514 (lejMevoi) ; d<plj)fju, Ant. 1084 ; ecpiepai, El. 143 ; Kij(av<o, 
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O. K. 1487 ; Kvpito, O. T. 1513, Ant. 870, El. 849 ; Kvpa, O. K. 
247, 1082 ; \\cvyxdvco, O. K. 450 ; see Tfy%az'«i> ;] irupdo^ai, 
El. 468; ro^evw, Ant. 1033, 1034 ; Tvy%az>w, Ai. 527, 924, 
967, O. T. 423, 677, 1435, 1449, 1450, O. K. 450 (MSS. give 
Xdxaxrt), 482, 780, 1482, Ant. 465, 669, 699, El. 31, 364, 583, 
963, 971, 992, 1469, 1488, Tr. 728, 1 1 16, Phil. 618, 1091, 13 1 5 ; 
TrpocTTvyxdvco, El. 1463 (two), Phil. 55 2 > cvvTvy^dvco, Phil. 
321 (three). 

d. Verbs of ruling and leading (H. 741). 

dvdaaeiv, Ai. IIOO, IIOI, II02, O. T. 1104; ap^co, Ai. 935, 
1068, 1 107, O. T. 54, 579, O. K. 66, Ant. 525, 736, Tr. 443 
(444 spurious), Phil. 860 (three) ; [Becnro^eiv, Tr. 363 ;] tjyov- 
/iai, Ai. 1 106, El. 1038 (? i»&w) ; Kpaivw, Ai. 1050, O. K. 296, 
862, 926 ; Kparea, Ai. 484, 1067, 1099, 1102, 1337, O. T. 55, 
409, 1197, O. K. 400, 405, 408, 646, 1207, 1385, Ant. 350, El. 
1 175, Phil. 922, 989, 1048, 1292; KpaTwco, O. T. 14, Phil. 365, 
1059, 1161 ; Trpeafievwv, Ai. 1389 ; aTparijyeo), Ai. IIOO ; tv- 
pavveva), O. K. 449. 

e. Verbs denoting an action of the senses or mind, — hear, 
taste, smell, remember, forget, care for, neglect, spare, desire 
(H. 742). Under this head, — 

(1.) The following verbs of hearing. 

ala6dvop,ai, El. 78, 683 ; i-7raicr8dvop,ai, O. K. 1 35 1, Ant. 
1 183, Phil. 1295 ; dta>, O. K. 304 (?), Phil. 1410; ukovco, Ai. 
335, 1070, O. T. 952, O. K. 418, 1 187, El. 793, Phil. 225, 596; 
divaKovu), El. 81 ; elaaicovw, Ai. 789, O. K. 1645, Tr. 351 ; 
iwaKova), O. T. 708, Phil. 1417; k\vu, Ai. 291, 1 162, 1352, 
O. T. 1472, O. K. 493, 740, 1 1 73, 1 1 76, 1406, 1642, Ant. 1206, 
El. 675, 1376, 1377, Tr. 414, 864, 1 1 15, 1244, Phil. 632, 688, 
925, 976, 977. 

Of these verbs, dicova>, elaaKovm, and k\vw, as mentioned 
above, take also the genitive of source ; and d/covco and k\vo) 
appear with the genitive translated 'about,' classed as a de- 
velopment of the predicate adnominal. Furthermore, they 
are all construed, in Sophokles or elsewhere, with the accusa- 
tive in precisely the same sense. 

(2.) Two verbs of tasting. 

yevofiai, Ant. 1005, Tr. 1101 ; wareo/iai,, Ant. 201. 
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(3.) Verbs of remembering and forgetting. 

fiifivriaKui, O. T. 49, 564, 1401, O. K. 1361, 1555, El. 1252, 
Tr. 1223 ; im/iifivijaKa), Phil. 1407; Trapafio/jivrfcricm, Tr. 1125 ; 
Xav0dvofiai, El. 146, 167, 168, 342, 1287; iieXav0dvo/jai, O. K. 
1005. 

(4.) Verbs of caring for, neglecting, and sparing. 

fieXa, Ai. 689, 990, 1 184, O. T. 1462, 1466, O. K. 1 137, Ant. 
1335, El. 342, Phil. 1036; aicr)8ea>, or, according to MSS., 
d(f>eiBico, Ant. 414 ; d<j>ei8ea>, El. 980 ; cpeiBco, Ai. 844, El. 716, 
Phil. 749. 

(5.) Verbs of desiring. 

eiraLTea) (Sv eiraiTeK, ' what thou askest '), O. T. 1424 ; ipco, 
Ai. 686, Ant. 90, 1336, Tr. 551 (?) ; n^p^fikvoi, Phil. 1264; 
/xai/xdoy, Ai. 50 ; Ttpocnrirvw, O. K. 1755 ; ^py^a, Ai. 473, O. T. 
597. 932, O. K. 1211 ; Trpoo-xpvfr> Phil. 1055. 

/. Verbs of plenty (H. 743). 

@pvo), O. K. 17 (three) ; yefia, O. T. 4, 5 (two), Phil. 876 
(two); Kopevvvfu, Phil. 1157 ; p,ecrT6a>, Ant. 280, El. 713 ; ttI/jl- 
7rX?7/u, O. K. 480, 481 (two), Ant. 121, El. 730, 906 ; virepiviyL- 
irXt\yn, O. T. 874; o-rd^a, El. 1423 (? 0vr]\ai'i). 

g. With two verbs of exchanging occurs the genitive of 
price. /ast a/3 dXXo fiat,, El. 1262 ; trpiauQav, Ai. 477. 

h. iirMTidoiiai with the genitive of the charge, Ant. 490. 

i. dgiow, the use of which with the genitive proceeds, of 
course, from that of agios with the same case (see agios, 
below), Phil. 62. yeXdco, Phil. 1125 ; Wunder, on Ai. 745, re- 
marks the frequent use of simple instead of compound verbs, 
with the cases commonly taken by the compounds ; as here, 
jeXa for KarwyeXa. 

j. Compounds in which the preposition governs the case. 
(Among these the genitive with compounds of irpb is evi- 
dently a development from the ablative-genitive with simple 
irpo ; these compounds have already been given.) 

dvrkj(a>> O. K. 165 1 ; hiato-am, Tr. 1083; Biappoi^ico, Tr. 568; 
BieXOeov, Tr. 717 > Siiq/u, O. K. 963 ; iino-Tpecpofiat,, O. T. 728, 
Phil. 598 ; KaBuceadai, O. T. 809 ; ica0vf3pl£a>, O. K. 960, 961 
(two) ; KaTd<p7]/j,i,, O. T. 505 ; tcaT7}yopia>, O. T. 5 14, 5 2 9 > virep- 
dXyio), Ant. 628 ; vTrep&iSoi/ca, Ant. 82 ; vveplaTrj/jbi, El. 188; 
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vTrepfiaxofiai, Ai. 1346, O. T. 258 (two) ; inrepiroveofiai, Ai. 
1 3 10; inrep(j>ep<o, O. T. 380. 

k. In O. K. 436, epeoros rovBe axj>e\cbv is too strange to be 
regarded as certainly what Sophokles wrote ; Tr. 170 is prob- 
ably not genuine ; and &v in Tr. 548 is very doubtful. None 
of these are counted. 

The following table gives a summary, without showing in 
detail the distribution of the examples, since the detailed num- 
bers appear to have no special significance. 



GENITIVE, NOT ABLATIVAL, WITH VERBS. 





Ai. 


0. T. 


0. K. 


Ant. 


El. 


Tr. 


Phil. 


Total. 


Total. 


I In Dialogue 


35 
5 


40 

5 


59 
7 


2 5 
5 


3° 
IO 


2 3 
4 


39 
12 


251 
48 


i 299 




40 


45 


66 


3° 


40 


27 


51 


299 




16.1 — per cent Lyric. 



B, With adjectives — and a few adverbs derived from them 
— the genitive is used in various relations which are as diffi- 
cult to classify as those of the adnominal genitive. A few of 
the adjectives thus accompanied in Sophokles are common 
elsewhere, and so perfectly familiar. But taking all the exam- 
ples together, no classification appears to have much signifi- 
cance, either logical or historical ; convenience of description 
and reference is all that is aimed at in setting them forth in 
the following four groups. 

a. olVto?, O. K. 1298, El. 295, Tr. 773, Phil. 590, 1426 ; 
/teramo?, Tr. 261,448 (two) ; a%m, O. T. 778, 972, O. K. 905, 
El. 797 ; avdgios, Phil. 1009 ; Kcndgios, Phil. 1009 ; a£to>?, El. 
800, 801 ; Karaglax;, O. K. 91 1 f. (three). (Cf. agiow.) 

b. Adjectives of plenty and fulness. avdpiOfios, Ai. 601, 
O. T. 179, El. 232, Tr. 247 ; 7re/Jto-Te^J7?, El. 896 ; TrXe'w?, Ai. 
745, 1112, 1150, O. K. 1162, Ant. 721, El. 607, 1405, Phil. 39, 
1074 ; ttXtj/dj??, Ai. 307, O. K. 778, Ant. 1017, 1052, PhiL 1088 ; 
7roXucrT6^)»/?, O. T. 83. 

c. Adjectives which have in common the possession of 
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more or less of verbal force, so that the genitive stands to 
the adjective as the object, in genitive, dative, or accusative, 
to a verb. Sometimes it is the first part of a compound, as in 
o-u/i^wvo?, with which the genitive is most closely connected 
logically ; sometimes the first part, as alpha privative, ef, or 
airo, negatives the phrase. dSa?;?, Phil. 827 (two); aieoKovOos, 
O. K. 719; aoicvo<s, Ai. 563, Tr. 841; a-rrapvos, Ant. 435; apoa- 
709, Ai. 357; aTapfSfis, Tr. 23; axf)6/3r)Tos, O. T. 885 ; a(pa>vo<;, 
O. K. 865 ; afavtTTos, O. T. 969 ; StaSoxo?, Phil. 867 ; e/cri- 
/xo?, El. 241; e7T);/3oXo9, Ant. 492 ; eVtir/coTro?, Ai. 976 (?) ; eiri- 
g-kios, O. K. 1650 ; »j0a?, El. 373 5 tSpt?, El. 608; Xtmf/no?, 
El. 447, 636; fierdBpofiof, El. 1387; vofia<i, O. K. 687 (?); 6fi6- 
a-roKo'i, O. T. 212; wavarrjpio^, O. T. 1 50; trpeirov, Ai. 534; 
irpodvjJto^, El. 3; Trpofi.T)Qri<;, El. 1078; -irpoa-tfyopos, O. T. 14375 
crvfMpcovos, O. T. 420. 

d. Miscellaneous. a/ioifios, Ant. 1067; avriXvpos, Tr. 643; 
ejK'X.rjpo';, O. K. 75 1 5 Ant. 813 ; i<yicpaTrj<s, Phil. 75 5 evdvTios, 
Ai. 1283 ; eVi/catpo?, Ai. 1405; eVawtiju.o?, O. T. 210, O. K. 65, 
1322 ; icrofioipo';, El. 87 ; icvpio<s, O. K. 1041 ; \a6l-irovo<s (oBv- 
vav), Tr. 1021 ; {/7rap%o?, Ai. 1 105 (genitive of comparison ?) ; 
VTraiAo? (cricrivrii), Ai. 796 (cf. inroaTeyos) ; u7re/)Te\»??, Tr. 36 ; 
u7rocrTe70? (Sw/tarftw), El. 1386 (cf. v7rai»\o9) ; u7rou\o5 («aWos 
Ka/c&v vttovXov), O. T. 1 396 (?) ; <f>epeyyvo<;, El. 942. 

The adjectives ahio^ and a£to?, with their compounds, 
chance not to occur in lyric lines. Adjectives of plenty con- 
stitute a fairly well-defined class, with which the genitive is 
frequent in all periods. But this class must certainly be sepa- 
rated from adjectives of want, with which the case is ablati- 
val. In groups c and d, some of the constructions are bold 
extensions of ordinary or not rare usage. Such boldness in 
syntax is most likely to occur in lyric passages, and gives in 
these groups slightly more than the ordinary proportion of 
lyric references. The number of adjectives occurring but 
once with the genitive is noticeable. In these two latter 
groups also appear some adjectives which may perhaps equally 
well be taken as substantives. Thus El. 87, 7% lo-6/jhoip' atfp, 
is best understood as equivalent to ' air, earth's equally shar- 
ing partner in space,' and so 'coextensive with the earth.' In 
Xadiirovo'i oSvvav, Tr. 1021, {/7rau\os <7Kt)vr)<i, Ai. 796, and wro- 
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areyos Scofj-drwv, El. 1386, we find a compound of which the 
second member is a noun, followed by a genitive repeating 
the meaning of the noun. These are similar to some of the 
compounds of alpha privative, enumerated under the genitive 
of separation; yet in those the second element seems less 
prominent than in these three. The table gives a summary. 

GENITIVE, NOT ABLATIVAL, WITH ADJECTIVES. 





A.. 


0. T. 


O.K. 


Ant. 


El 


Tr. 


Phil. 


Total. 


Total. 




10 

3 


9 
3 


14 
I 


6 
1 


13 
6 


7 
3 


8 

3 


67 

20 


r 7 




l 3 


12 


15 


7 


19 


10 


II 


87 




23.0 per cent Lyric. 



V. 

There remain for consideration the genitives which occur 
with prepositions, proper and improper. Of those adverbs 
which, from their use with verbs, are strictly entitled to the 
name of prepositions, airo, e'£, irapd, and irpos, when used 
with the genitive, can be clearly shown to express some 
//ww-relation. The genitive with them is distinctly ablatival. 
To these must be added irpo, whose variations in meaning all 
go back to forth from or forward from. The genitive with 
Kara, in the phrase icar atcpas, which occurs thrice, is abla- 
tival. This is the only phrase in Sophokles in which this 
preposition means down from. The character of other geni- 
tives with Kara, is doubtful. As for viro, there is no instance 
in Sophokles of its meaning from under, in the literal, local 
sense. When it denotes agency, the genitive is probably, but 
not demonstrably, ablatival; but it shades off perplexingly 
into the meanings because of, under the influence of accom- 
panied by, and locally under. It seems best, therefore, not to 
count it as governing the ablative-genitive. 

In regard to most of the so-called improper prepositions it 
is difficult to decide with certainty which are construed with 
the genitive primarily because of some shade of /ww-relation, 
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and which are construed with the genitive merely because, 
when they came into familiar use, the genitive had already 
become the regular case to put with such adverbs. Never- 
theless, it seems best to treat as governing an ablatival geni- 
tive dvev, dirco&ev, drep, drepOe, St%a, e'/CTo'?, i/ciroSciov, e£eo, ega- 
9a>, \ddpa, 7rapo?, irdpoi.de, vepa (iripav), irXrjv (originally a 
comparative), irpoaOev, %»pt?. It is possible that egta be- 
longs with etcrto, and should not be placed in the ablatival 
list ; but it seems better to separate them as is here done, for 
the reason that ef« often occurs where actual motion away 
from or out from is indicated, and all its senses can be easily 
brought back to these, whereas all indications of an ablative 
with eiaw are obliterated in Sophokles, if indeed they are to 
be found anywhere. 

The following tables indicate the distribution and the total 
number of occurrences of the examples : — 



ABLATIVAL GENITIVE WITH PREPOSITIONS. 





AL 


0.1. 


O.K. 


Ant. 


El. 


Tr. 


Phil, 


Total. 


Total. 




( Dial. 
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21 


19 
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II 
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4 
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5 


34 
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( Dial. 
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IO 
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11 
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H 




' Lyr. 
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12 
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17 
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130 
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' Lyr. 
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) 
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xwr' &Kpas 




















I 3 




' Lyr. 


O 


o 


1 
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Total, 
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58 


112 


78 


59 


83 


75 


65 


53° 


[616 




' Lyr. 


IO 


13 


14 


n 


14 


9 


15 


86 
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Total, 


68 


125 


92 


70 


97 


84 


80 


616 
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, ( Dial. 














1 








1 






I 








1 




!■ 
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3 



8 
3 
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8 
4 


12 




3 


8 

S 


14 

2 


8 
1 


13 
3 


1% o 

18 


[96 


Total, j 12 


12 


18 


13 


16 


9 


16 


96 




18.5+ per cent are Lyric. 



With other prepositions or quasi-prepositions the genitive 
is in its origin either adnominal or doubtful. Here more than 
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elsewhere the genitive and ablative have really coalesced, in 
some usages, into a single case. 

The following tables exhibit the statistics, first for the true 
prepositions, secondly for the improper prepositions, used by 
Sophokles. It will be seen that several of .these latter are 
Sophoklean aira!; Xeyo/ieva ; also that a/j,(f>i probably occurs 
but once with the genitive (Phil. 554). irepl, except in Ai. 
151, always follows its case, and stands at the end of the line. 
Kara, fierd, and inrep do not occur in the Trachiniae. 

GENITIVE WITH PREPOSITIONS, NOT ABLATIVAL. 





Ai. 


0. T. 


O.K. 


Ant. 


£1. 


Tr. 


Phil. 


Total. 


Total. 


' ^ I Dial. 
"^ \ Lyr. 



O 











O 




O 





O 


I 
O 


I 
O 


! ■ 


, , ( Dial. 
1 Lyr. 


6 




7 



12 

O 


4 



5 



6 




3 



43 



J 43 


- , ( Dial. 

' d Ixyr. 


4 
1 


6 



S 



7 



3 
1 


3 
1 


5 
1 


33 

4 


) 3: 


, , (Dial. 
M iLyr. 


2 
1 


4 
1 


9 
4 


2 
2 


2 
1 


1 




3 
1 


23 
10 


\ 33 


Kard < T 

(Lyr- 


S 

2 

1 

2 


1 




I 

2 


3 
1 


2 
2 






2 



12 

7 


}■» 


, I Dial. 
^ \ Lyr. 


S 



3 



2 







6 

2 


20 
5 


\« 


( Dial. 
™l" 1 Lyr. 


2 
2 


3 



1 



4 




3 




2 



2 



17 
2 


1- 


« , ( Dial. 
m ' { Lyr. 


3 
1 


8 
2 


2 
1 


3 

7 


2 







2 
1 


20 
12 


| 3 2 


inr6 ( Dial, 
[fiirai] ) Lyr. 


9 
4 


6 




10 
1 


10 



8 
1 


8 
1 


6 

3 


57 
10 


j 67 


Tota., )«-■ 


32 
13 


40 

3 


43 


34 
n 


27 
5 


20 

2 


30 
8 


226 
5° 


[276 


Total, 


45 


43 


Si 


45 


32 


22 


38 


276 




18+ per cent are Lyric. 
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T. D. Goodell, [1884. 

GENITIVE WITH ADVERBS, NOT ABLATIVAL. 





Ai. 


0. T. 


O.K. 


Ant. 


£1. 


Tr. 


Phil. 


Total. 


Total. 


Aryx 1 j Dial. 
(Strffox) ( Lyr. 










2 







I 













3 



1 3 


kvriov { Lyr!' 























1 







1 




> I 


x , ( Dial. 
Sm/mpts | Lyr 






O 





















I 




1 



[ I 


iyyvrepto j Dial. 
eyytyraTu \ Lyr. 











-repot 
I 


-TOLTW 
I 

















2 


( 2 


,, ( Dial. 
elv(Ka \ Lyr. 


5 



7 




3 



3 



6 



I 




2 




27 



[27 


«- ISf 



1 














1 











1 
1 


( 2 


"* { Eyn- 


1 






























1 




> I 


tfou I Dial. 
eaa ( Lyr. 


1 



2 
1 











1 




3 



I 




8 
1 


i 9 


1 Dial. 
| Lyr. 






















2 



I 



3 



1 3 


(Lyr. 










1 



















1 




[ 1 


v „ j Dial. 
e« P 8w j Lyr 




0' 

























I 




1 



> 1 


„/ a (Dial. 
KaSvrepdeti < j 















1 












1 


> 1 


, ( Dial. 
* a ™ 1 Lyr. 






1 













1 










1 
1 


( 2 


,, (Dial, 
i"'™*" \ Lyr. 










1 



















1 



1 



[ 1 


[/«'»>«] \ Eyr!' 


i 




























!■ 1 


fa,<r0«. | j?£|- 














1 















1 



> 1 


( Dial. 
"• €Aos 1 Lyr. 






3 



3 




1 




1 











8 



| 8 


, , ( Dial. 
t\^(ov | Lyr 






















1 







1 




> 1 


^taL |g£ 


8 
1 


13 

1 


10 
1 


5 
1 


10 

2 


8 



6 



60 
6 


[66 


Total, 


9 


14 


11 


6 


12 


8 


6 


66 




9.0+ per cent are Lyric. 
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VI. 

Summing up the preceding tables, we obtain these fig- 
ures : — 





Ai. 


O. T. 


O.K. 


Ant. 


El. 


Tr. 


Phil. 


Total. 


Total in Dialogue, 


389 


568 


599 


378 


512 


410 


416 


3272 


Total in Lyric, 


122 


88 


130 


152 


108 


89 


128 


8X7 


Total, 


5" 


656 


729 


53° 


620 


499 


544 


4089 


Per cent in Lyric, 


239— 


13-4+ 


17.8+ 


28.7— 


174+ 


17-8+ 


23-5+ 


20.0 — 



We find also the following facts : 53.64^- per cent are true 
genitives, 28.6 per cent are ablatival genitives, while only 
17.8 — per cent are to be classed as doubtful. And even if 
the reader insists on making some changes in the assignment 
to various classes, lessening somewhat the ablatival division, 
still the figures cannot be changed very greatly. That so 
large a proportion of ablatival constructions should survive 
the confusion of forms, is interesting, and even surprising. 
Certainly the grammars would never lead one to suspect the 
fact. The 28.6 per cent of ablatival genitives in Sophokles 
are made up of 2.4 — with quasi-prepositions, 15.0+ per cent 
with true prepositions, and 11. 2 — per cent with verbs and 
adjectives, some of which contain a preposition which more 
or less influences the case. On the other hand, of the 
17.8 — per cent classed as doubtful, 1.6+ per cent are found 
with quasi-prepositions ; 6.7-f- per cent with true preposi- 
tions; 2.1-}- per cent with adjectives; and 7.3 — per cent 
with verbs. 21.8 per cent, therefore, of the whole number of 
genitives occur with prepositions proper, and 4.0 per cent 
with quasi-prepositions. 

What other conclusions may be drawn from the statistics 
given in this paper must remain uncertain until these statis- 
tics can be compared with like figures for other writers and 
other periods. Those figures, so far as is known to the 
writer, are entirely wanting. 



